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off the hook for over $13 billion in
taxes.

130 companies that beat the tax system in at
least 1 year between 1981 and 1985

[Out of a sample of 250 corporations]

Company Number of no-tax
years

Aetna Life & Casualty ....................... 1
Air Products and Chemicals .............. 1
American Cyanamid Co. .................... 3
American Standard ............................ 2
AMP ................................................... 1
Anheuser-Busch ................................. 1
Archer Daniels Midland Co. ............... 1
Armstrong World Industries .............. 1
Ashland Oil ........................................ 3
AT&T ................................................. 2
AZP Group (Arizona Pub. Serv.) ........ 1
Bankers Trust .................................... 3
Barnett Banks of Florida ................... 1
Baxter Travenol Laboratories ........... 1
Boeing Co. .......................................... 4
Borden ............................................... 1
Burlington Industries ........................ 2
Burlington Northern .......................... 2
Carolina Power & Light Co. ............... 2
Carpenter Technology Corp. .............. 1
Centex Corp. ...................................... 3
Central and South West Corp. ........... 2
Champion International Corp. ........... 3
Citizens and Southern Ga. Corp. ........ 2
Cleveland Electric Illum. Co. ............. 1
Combined International Corp. ........... 1
Comerica ............................................ 4
Commonwealth Edison Co. ................ 1
Continental Telecom ......................... 1
Coors (Adolph) Co. ............................. 1
Corning Glass Works ......................... 2
CSX Corp. .......................................... 2
Cubic Corp. ........................................ 1
Dun & Bradstreet Corp. ..................... 2
DuPont .............................................. 3
Englehard Corp. ................................. 2
Federal Paper Board Co. .................... 3
First Executive Corp. ........................ 2
First Interstate Bancorp ................... 2
First Union Corp. ............................... 1
Foster Wheeler Corp. ......................... 1
FPL Group (Fla. Power & Light) ....... 1
General Dynamics ............................. 4
General Electric ................................ 3
General Mills ..................................... 3
General Public Utilities Corp. ........... 1
Georgia-Pacific Corp. ........................ 2
Goodyear Tire & Rubber Co. .............. 1
Grace (W.R.) & Co. ............................. 2
Great Northern Nekoosa .................... 3
Greyhound Corp. ................................ 5
Grumman Corp. ................................. 4
Gulf States Utilities Co. .................... 1
Gulf+Western Industries .................... 1
Harris Bankcorp ................................ 1
Harris Corp. ....................................... 2
Harsco Corp. ...................................... 1
Hewlett-Packard Co. .......................... 1
HNG InterNorth ................................. 1
Hormel (Geo. A.) & Co. ...................... 1
Household International .................... 1
Houston Industries ............................ 1
IC Industries ...................................... 1
Illinois Power Co. .............................. 1
International Multifoods ................... 2
International Paper Co. ..................... 2
Internat’l Minerals & Chemical ......... 2
Jim Walter Corp. ............................... 2
Leaseway Transportation Corp. ........ 2
Lockheed Corp. .................................. 4
MAPCO .............................................. 1
Martin Marietta Corp. ....................... 2
McDonnell Douglas Corp. .................. 1
Media General .................................... 1
Mellon Bank Corp. ............................. 1
Middle South Utilities ....................... 4
Mitchell Energy & Dev. Corp. ............ 4
Mobil Corp. ........................................ 1
Morgan (J.P.) & Co. ........................... 1
M/A–COM ........................................... 2

Company Number of no-tax
years

Niagara Mohawk Power Corp. ........... 2
Northern Indiana PSC ....................... 2
Northern States Power Co. ................ 2
Northrop Corp. ................................... 2
Ohio Edison Co. ................................. 2
Overseas Shipholding Group .............. 2
Owens-Corning Fiberglas Corp. ......... 1
Owens-Illinois .................................... 1
Pacific Gas and Electric Co. .............. 1
Pacific Lighting Corp. ....................... 2
PacifiCorp (Pac. Power & Light) ....... 1
Panhandle Eastern Corp. ................... 4
Pennsylvania Power & Light Co. ....... 2
Pennzoil Co. ....................................... 1
Pepsico .............................................. 3
Philadelphia Electric Co. ................... 2
Phillips Petroleum Co. ...................... 1
Piedmont Aviation ............................ 2
Pittway Corp. .................................... 1
Prime Computer ................................ 1
RCA ................................................... 2
Rockwell International ..................... 1
Rohm and Haas .................................. 1
Senta Fe South’n Pacific Corp. ......... 2
SCM Corp. .......................................... 1
Scott Paper Co. .................................. 2
Sears, Roebuck & Co. ......................... 1
Singer Co. .......................................... 3
Southeast Banking Corp. ................... 2
Southern California Edison Co. ......... 1
Southwest Airlines Co. ...................... 2
Sperry Corp. ...................................... 1
Sun Chemical Corp. ........................... 2
Sundstrand Corp. ............................... 2
Tektronix .......................................... 2
Tenneco ............................................. 2
Texaco ............................................... 3
Transamerica Corp. ........................... 4
Tribune Co. ........................................ 2
TRW ................................................... 1
Tyson Foods ...................................... 3
Union Camp Corp. .............................. 4
Union Electric ................................... 2
Unocal Corp. ...................................... 1
USG Corp. (U.S. Gypsum) .................. 1
U.S. Bancorp ...................................... 3
Westinghouse Electric Corp. .............. 2
Westvaco Corp. .................................. 1
Weyerhaeuser Co. .............................. 2
Xerox ................................................. 3

TOTALS

Number of companies paying zero or less in
taxes in at least one year, 1981–1985—130 out
of 250 companies.

Profits in the no-tax years—$72.9 billion.
Total tax rebates in the no-tax years—$6.1

billion.
Average tax rate in the no-tax years—-8.3

percent.

f

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 1995, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. RIGGS]
will be recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. RIGGS addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.]

f

CLOUD OF WRONGDOING
COVERING THIS HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Missouri [Mr. VOLKMER] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. VOLKMER. Mr. Speaker, Mem-
bers of the House, the majority party
took great pains to celebrate the 50th
day of their Contract on America when
only one piece of legislation had be-
come law to this date. Only one piece
of legislation has become law, and that
is one we all agreed to. We, as Demo-
crats, passed it last year, and it got
bottled up over in the Senate.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to know
where the celebration is today to mark
the 50 days. Yes, it is a different 50
days. What happened 50 days ago
today? Does anybody know?

Nobody knows here.
Well, I can tell my colleagues what

happened 50 days ago. The ethics com-
mittee was appointed. What has hap-
pened since? Where is the press con-
ference for today? Where is a press con-
ference? Where is the majority party
having their big celebration?

Mr. Speaker, I ask because no inves-
tigation has begun of all the ethics
charges brought against the Speaker,
and I think they would be out celebrat-
ing. I am sure the majority party will
want to celebrate this 50th day as well
and announce that no investigations
are under way, Mr. Speaker, no special
counsel has been named, despite the
fact the complaints keep stacking up
one after the other.

I can see the headlines now. We, Mr.
Speaker, have been successful in
stonewalling for 50 days, and we feel
confident, Mr. Speaker, in continuing
to stonewall for the next 50 days. Per-
haps the Speaker believes that the eth-
ics complaints are like constitutional
rights, to say what you want on the
floor, anything you want, but there are
different rules for him.

As my colleagues know, we have seen
this huge cloud that has grown over
this House of Representatives, the
House of Representatives that I love so
well, that many of us feel is a bastion
of democracy, and this cloud of wrong-
doing is covering this House, and yet
no action is being taken to take this
cloud away, to say, ‘‘No, we should try
to do something about this. We should
have an investigation. We should have
an independent counsel. Let the chips
fall where they may. If the Member is
innocent, so be it. If he is guilty, so be
it.’’

But why are we stonewalling? It is 50
days since the ethics committee has
been appointed, and not one action has
been taken in that 50 days. Why not?

Well, I suggest to some of the Mem-
bers to look and see who got appointed
to that ethics committee. I suggest
they look and see what has happened
as a result of those appointments and
who got appointed.

b 1315

You know, it is interesting to me, I
would like to ask other Members,
maybe some can tell me the answer,
which Member of Congress says he has
a constitutional right to speak on the
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floor on any given subject, but no other
Member has that right? Which Member
says that publicly? Now, which Mem-
ber of Congress said a year ago, ‘‘If you
are innocent, why not appoint an Inde-
pendent Counsel and clear your name?’’

Well, our Speaker said that a year
ago in regard to the Whitewater inves-
tigation. But he does not want it ap-
plied to him. I think that all laws, all
rules, should apply to all Members
equally, and that what is good for the
goose should be good for the gander,
and I am asking that the Committee on
Ethics proceed with appointing an
independent counsel to remove this
cloud of darkness that permeates this
House, and do it right away.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida [Mr. WELDON] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. WELDON of Florida addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.]

f

PROBLEMS WITH COMMON SENSE
LEGAL REFORM ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from West Virginia [Mr. WISE]
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, the reason
that I am opposing what is billed as the
Common Sense Legal Reform Act or
Tort Reform Act is not because I am
opposed to all tort reform. I am not. I
think what most people want is they
want to see the courts that are clogged
have that ended. They want to discour-
age frivolous lawsuits. In some cases
they want to limit what they see as un-
fair recoveries and perhaps unfair at-
torney fees. They want to see the end
to the occasional sensational judgment
you read about.

The fact of the matter is this legisla-
tion this Congress has been considering
does not do any of that, and it will not
guarantee to any working West Vir-
ginian, any middle or low-income West
Virginian, any lower insurance rate. It
will not guarantee any better health
care. It will not do that.

But what it will do besides is, it is
going to say to the average West Vir-
ginian that you are not going to get
any lower insurance rates, you are not
going to get any lower health care
rates, but you are going to have a lot
harder time going to court when you
have a legitimate grievance you need
to litigate.

I wanted to be able to support the
product liability, the securities limita-
tion, and even in some cases the attor-
ney’s accountability act. but I cannot
do it, for instance, when they com-
pletely change the way that there is
compensation for the victim. I cannot
do it, for instance, when they overrule
200 years of common law in this coun-
try to say that now the loser will pay.
That has never been a concept in our

society. Instead of a contingency fee,
the loser pays.

I cannot do it, for instance, when pu-
nitive damages are limited so strictly
that that working family that is hit by
a drunk driver on Route 9 in the east-
ern panhandle is sharply limited in the
punitive damages they can recover, or
the victim who has had their lives ru-
ined by a sexual predator is limited
strictly in the amount of punitive dam-
ages that they can recover.

What happened to the States rights
that are so important, and indeed we
hear so much about in this body today?
What happened to that concept of
States rights, when the Federal Gov-
ernment now moves in and says the
State of West Virginia does not have
the right to protect its citizens the
same way it used to? And perhaps the
State of West Virginia differs from
Tennessee, California, or whatever.
This litigation does nothing to stop
frivolous lawsuits. This litigation does
nothing to stop that attorney that
many people worry about maybe filing
suit after suit after suit in hopes of hit-
ting the litigation lottery. In fact,
there are existing sanctions you can al-
ready use on attorneys in the Rules of
Civil Procedure. Indeed, there are
means by which you can file counter-
claims for attorneys fees if you think
the other side is acting improperly.
But this legislation does not do this.

There is no evidence that this legisla-
tion will lower anybody’s insurance
rates. In fact, there was an amendment
defeated that would have made it pos-
sible for people to go and find out ex-
actly what the impact of this legisla-
tion would be on insurance.

This legislation even added an
amendment that limits pain and suffer-
ing, so-called noneconomic damages, to
$250,000 total. That may sound like a
lot, unless you are the 20-year-old who
is made a quadriplegic and live out the
next 40 or 50 years with pain and suffer-
ing, for which you are going to receive
an average of about $5,000 or $10,000 a
year.

This legislation does not help ac-
countants. That is one of the groups I
was hoping in the securities litigation
it would help. In fact, the bill that
passed was even worse than last year’s
bill, which was a compromise version.

So, Mr. Speaker, I am going to wait
until the Senate acts. This legislation
goes to the Senate. I believe it will be
tempered there. It is my hope it will
be, it will come back, and then we will
evaluate again. This is a case of reach-
ing too far. There was a chance to get
significant liability reform, product li-
ability reform, but that did not hap-
pen.

I want to talk for just a second about
the loser-pays provision. What that
means is for the average West Virginia
couple, the average West Virginian
low- or middle-income person who has
a serious litigation claim, whether it is
personal injury, product liability,
whatever it is, when they go to court,
when they go to see their lawyer, the

lawyer will say, ‘‘I have to tell you
even if you have a meritorious case,
there is an excellent chance if a jury
comes back against you, just by the
thinnest of margins, you are going to
end up paying the fees of the other
side.’’ You are going to end up paying
the fees of the insurance company that
is defending against you. That is quite
a deterrent.

I want to speak for just a second
about the securities litigation bill.
That is one I thought I could vote for,
but it, too, had the loser-pays provision
in there. That is anathema to any seri-
ous tort reform. It also requires the
plaintiff, the person filing the suit, the
person alleging being defrauded, that
they have to show intent by the securi-
ties firm. Not just recklessness, they
have to show intent, which is an impos-
sible standard. It does not separate ac-
countants, as indeed we hoped it would,
and indeed it keeps the loser pays.

Mr. Speaker, for all of those reasons,
I oppose this legislation.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia [Mr. KINGSTON] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. KINGSTON addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]

f

THE SYSTEMATIC ASSAULT ON
CHILDREN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. MILLER] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr.
Speaker, earlier this morning in the 1-
minutes, several Members of the Re-
publican Party came down and asked
why Democrats were saying they are so
harsh on children and why this would
be true when in fact they have not hurt
children at all in the rescissions and
the budget cuts that they have already
made and in the welfare bills and the
nutrition bills that are coming to this
House in the next couple of weeks.

The fact is when we analyze the Re-
publicans’ welfare bill, the Repub-
licans’ rescission bill, the Republicans’
nutrition and school lunch bill, the Re-
publicans’ child care bill, and what we
see is a systematic assault on children,
and especially poor children in this Na-
tion.

In the rescission bill that will be
coming to the floor of the House next
week, $25 million has been cut by the
Republicans for the Women, Infants
and Children Program. This means
about 100,000 pregnant women and new-
born infants will not be served this fis-
cal year.

These are women and newborn in-
fants who have been medically cer-
tified to be at high risk of having a
pregnancy that is not normal or preg-
nancy that might not be carried to
term or the birth of an infant that will
be low birth weight and run a much,
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